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ODETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claimsl-56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chow et al 
(U.S.6,226,693) and Wimble et al (5,778,230). 

As per claim 1 Chow disclosed a system for managing event publication and subscription for 
event producer-consumers of heterogeneous types using a plurality of mappers each specific to a 
particular type of event producer consumer, the system comprising: a logical event manager; and 
a physical event manager in communication with the logical event manager and a first event 
producer-consumer of first type and a second event producer-consumers of second type, the first 
and second event producer -consumers being of heterogeneous types (col. 8, lines 16-31, col. 3, 
lines 1 1-23 & col. 6, lines 51-62). As Chow taught a event recognition in an event management 
object, also called an event manager where event manager object is created for handling events 
from different environments. Chow 's platform specific event recognition in an event 
management object, also called an event manager. Therefore one ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention can interpret event manager as the hub of all the event management objects 
namely logical and physical events. 

However Chow did not ftilly disclosed wherein the physical event manager comprises: a first 
mapper specific to the first type of the first event producer-consumer and operable to translate 
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between the logical event manager and the first event producer consumer; and a second mapper 
operable specific to the second type of the second event producer consumer and operable to 
translate between the logical event manager and the second event producer consumer. 

In the same field of endeavor Wimble disclosed in detail each time a primitive physical event is 
detected, the state manager uses the logical to physical manager to map the physical event into a 
set of logical events (col. 12, lines 40-54). The logical to physical manager is responsible for 
managing the bi-directional mapping between multiple logical primitive events and a unique 
physical events. The logical to physical Manager 158 is responsible for managing the bi- 
directional mapping between mutiple logical primitive events and a unique physical event (col. 
10, lines 63-67 and col. 1 1, lines 1-2). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have incorporated the physical event manager comprises: a first mapper operable to 
translate between the logical event manager and the first event producer consumer; and a second 
mapper operable to translate between the logical event manager and the second event producer 
consumer as taught by Wimble in the method of Chow to increase the fiinctionality of the system 
by making it more versatile. 

3. As per claim 2 Chow- Wimble disclosed the system of Claim 1 further comprising a 
listener-sender having the first mapper and in communication with the logical event manager and 
the first and the second event producer-consumers (Wimble, col. 11, lines 20-30). Wimble 
constraint manager can be interpreted as listener sender. 
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4. As per claim 3 Chow- Wimble disclosed wherein the first mapper is Operable to translate 
a signal occurring at the first event producer-consumer to a logical event for the logical event 
manager (Wimble, col. 17, Unes 6-20). 

5. As per claim 4 Chow- Wimble disclosed wherein the first mapper is operable to translate 
a logical event occurring at the logical event manager to a signal for the first event producer- 
consumer (Wimble, col. 17, Hnes 6-20). 

6. As per claim 5 Chow- Wimble disclosed wherein the first event producer-consumer is 
operable to subscribe to a logical event managed by the logical event manager (Wimble, col. 1, 
lines 5-17). 

7. As per claim 6 Chow- Wimble disclosed wherein the logical event manager is operable to 
publish a signal to the first event producer-consumer (Wimble, col. 16, lines 50-65). 

8. As per claims 7,16 Chow- Wimble disclosed wherein the first event producer-consumer is 
operable to communicate a signal to the logical event manager (Wimble, col. 10 lines 66-67 & 
col. 11, lines 1-2). 

9. As per claims 8,17,21 Chow- Wimble disclosed wherein the physical event manager is 
operable to monitor the first event producer-consumer for a signal (Wimble, col. 10, lines 66-67 
&col. 11, lines 1-2). 
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10. As per claim 9 has the same limitations as to claim 1 therefore under the same limitations 
claim 9 can be rejected. 

11. As per claims 10,14,20 Chow- Wimble disclosed further comprising commimicating a 
subscription for a logical event from the first event consumer to the physical event manager 
(Wimble, col. 16, lines 50-65). 

12. As per claims 11,15 Chow- Wimble disclosed further comprising: communicating a first 
subscription for a logical event from the first event consumer to the physical event manager; and 
translating the first subscription into a first logical subscription using the first mapper (Wimble, 
col. 12, lines 40-53). 

13. As per claims 12,13 have the same Umitations as to claim 1 therefore under the same 
limitations claims 12 and 13 can be rejected. 

14. As per claims 18,19,22 have the same limitations as to claim 1 therefore under the same 
limitations claim 18,19,22 can be rejected. 

15. As per claims 23,34,45 Chow- Wimble disclosed a system for managing event 
publication and subscription for producer-consumers of heterogeneous types using a plurality of 
mappers each specific to a particular type of event producer consumer (Wimble, col. 10, lines 
63-67 and col. 11, lines 1-2), comprising: a logical event manager; and a physical event manager 
in communication with the logical event manager and with a plurality of event producer- 
consumers (Chow, col. 3, lines 1 1-23 & col. 6, lines 51-62); each event producer-consumer 
being of a particular type, the plurality of event producer-consumers being of heterogeneous 
types (Chow, col. 9, lines 8-19); the physical event manager comprising a plurality of mappers 
each corresponding to a particular type of event producer-consumer and operable to: for 
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incoming physical events (Chow, col. 8, lines 15-31): receive a particular type of signal 
indicative of a physical event from the corresponding particular type of event producer 
consumer; translate the particular type of signal received from the corresponding particular type 
of event producer-consumer into a logical event for communication to the logical event manager 
(Wimble, col. 12, lines 40-54); for outgoing physical events: receive a logical event from the 
logical event manager; translate the logical event received from the logical manager into a 
particular type of signal indicative of a physical event for conmnunication to the corresponding 
particular type of event producer consumer (col. 16, lines 50-65). 

16. As per claims 24,35,46 Chow- Wimble disclosed where in the physical event manager is 
operable use the mappers to translate a signal logical event into: a first particular type of signal 
for communication to a corresponding first particular type of event producer-consumer (Chow, 
col. 6, lines 50-65); and a second particular type of signal for communication to a corresponding 
second particular type of event producer-consumer (Chow, col. 7, lines 64-67 & col. 8, lines 1- 



17. As per claims 25,36,47 Chow- Wimble disclosed one or more listener-senders each 
comprising one or more mappers, each listener-sender monitoring the one or more event 
producer-consumers corresponding to the one or more mappers of the listener-sender (Chow, col. 



5). 



8, lines 15-31). 



18. As per claims 26,37,48 Chow- Wimble disclosed wherein the logical event manager is 
operable to allow each event producer-consumer to subscribe to one or more logical events 
managed by the logical event manager (Wimble, col. 16, lines 50-65). 
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19. As per claims 27,38,49 Chow- Wimble disclosed wherein the logical event manager is 
fiirther operable to publish a logical event for communication to each event consumer-producer 
that has subscribed to the logical event, for each event producer-consumer that has subscribed to 
the logical event the logical event being translated using the corresponding mapper and 
conamunicated in the form of the corresponding particular type of signal (Wimble, col. 16, lines 
50-65 & col. 17, lines 1-20). 

20. As per claims 28,39,50 Chow- Wimble disclosed wherein: the system allows for 
heterogeneous event exchange among a plurality of event producer-consumers each supporting a 
different native protocol for communicating signals indicative of physical events; no event 
producer-consumer needs to have knowledge of any other event producer consumer for event 
exchange with the other event producer-consumer (Chow, col. 7, lines 63-67 & col. 8, lines 1-4); 
and no event producer-consumer needs to have knowledge of the native protocol for any other 
event producer-consumer for event exchange with the other event producer-consumer (Chow, 
col. 7, lines 8-19). 

21. As per claims 29,40,51 Chow- Wimble, wherein: the event producer-consumers are 
external event producer-consumers; the logical event manager is in communication with a 
plurality- of intemal event producer-consumers (Wimble, col. 10, lines 63-67); and the logical 
event manager is further operable to: for incoming physical events, communicate the logical 
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event to one or more intemal event-producer-consumers; for outgoing physical events, receive 
the logical event from an intemal event producer-consumer (Wimble, col. 16, lines 50-65). 

22. As per claims 30,41,52 Chow-Wimble, a first event-producer-consumer comprises a first 
machine with a corresponding first mapper within the physical event manager and a 
corresponding first native protocol for communicating signals with the physical event manager: a 
second event-producer-consumer comprises a second machine with a corresponding second 
mapper within the physical event manager and a corresponding second native protocol for 
communicating signals with the physical event manager (Chow, col. 8, lines 12-36); and the 
physical event manager is operable to: receive from the first machine a first signal in the first 
native protocol indicative of a physical event associated with the first machine (Wimble, col. 2, 
lines 40-53); use a first mapper corresponding to the first machine to translate the first signal 
received from the first machine in the first native protocol into a start machine logical event for 
communication to the logical event manager; and use a second mapper corresponding to the 
second machine to translate the start machine logical event received from the logical event 
manager into a second signal in the second native protocol indicative of the start machine logical 
event for communication to the second machine, the second machine operable to start in 
response to receiving the second signal ( Chow, col. 8 lines 12-36). 

23. As per claim 31,42,53 Chow- Wimble disclosed wherein the first and second native 
protocols are different protocols (col, 14, lines 7-20). 
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24. As per claims 32-33,43-44,54-55 has the same Hmitations as to claim 30-31 therefore 
under the same limitations claim 32-33 can be rejected. 

25. As per claim 56 has the same limitation as to claim 23 therefore under the same limitation 
claim 56 can be rejected. 

Applicant arguments are as follows: 

Applicant argued that the prior art cited by Examiner failed to provide any motivation to 
combine the two prior arts. 

26. In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, 
the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the 
teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and/« re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 
1992). In this case, on the basis of the knowledge generally available to one ordinary skill in the 
art examiner stated that combining two prior arts will increase the functionality of the system by 
making it more versatile. Wimble will make the user more independent without having any 
physical knowledge of GUI and reduce the burden by making the environment independent and 
also error resistance in the method of Chow. 
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27. Applicant argued that prior art did not disclose a system for managing event publication 
and subscription for event producer-consumers of heterogeneous types using a plurality of 
mapper each specific to a particular type of event producer-consumer. 

As to applicant's argument Chow^ disclosed the objects can register actions for a specific logical 
event on a given target object with event manager. These actions can be procedure/method calls 
or scripts. Events are designed in an object oriented fashion and the user can subclass the abstract 
action object and create new custom objects (col. 9, lines 16-19). 

Conclusion 

28. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communication from the examiner 
should be directed to Adnan Mirza whose telephone number is (703)-305-4633. 

29. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday during normal business 
hours. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dharia Rupal can be reached on (703)-305-4003. The fax for this group is (703)-746- 
7239. 
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30. The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned are as follows: 

(703)-746-7239 (For Status Inquiries, Informal or Draft Communications, please label 
"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT"); 

(703)-746-7239 (For Official Communications Intended for entry, please mark "EXPEDITED 
PROCEDURE"), 

(703)-746-7238 (For After Final Communications). 

3 1 . Any Inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703)-305-3900. 

Any response to a final action should be mailed to: 



Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks Washington, D.C.20231 
Or faxed to: 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to 4^^ Floor Receptionist, Crystal Park II, 
2021 Crystal Drive, ArHngton, VA 22202. 
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Examiner 



Adnan Mirza 




